36                  STATUS OF INDIAN  PRINCES
Lord Weliesley's policy was carried a step further
by Lord Hastings (Earl of Moira) (1814-23). He inte-
nsified and systematized the practice introduced by
Lord Wellesley. 1 * Opposed as he certainly was to
annexation, he felt that the true position of the States
in the interior of India was one of isolated and sub-
ordinate co-operation.' The motive behind this policy
was twofold: (1) combinations should be made im-
possible among the Princes; (2) they should be
Tendered incapable of even independent self-defence,
Peace and protection were offered to those who
engaged to live c secluded and innocent'. The idea
was so to weaken and demoralize them that they
.should cease to be a menace to the British Power.
Residents were sent to the various courts. Instead of
acting in the character of ambassadors they assumed
the functions of dictators, interfered in all their private
concerns, countenanced refractory subjects against
them, and made * the most ostentatious exhibition of
their exercise of authority." Not that there was felt
any real concern for the States subjects. On the
contrary, Lord Hastings deprecated intervention as a
* breach of faith * and ridiculed solicitude on the part
of the British for the subjects of a ' Native State *
as * quixotic *. The Princes were in outward form at
least to be absolute masters of all within their terri-
tories, unquestioned and undisturbed, but only within.
Fishing for Excuses
This policy of * subordinate isolation cum
non-intervention * had, however, some unexpected
repercussions. As early as 1805 Lord Cornwallis,
.subordinate cooperation with the British Government and
-acknowledge its supremacy and will not have any connec-
tion with other chiefs and states.' Article 4, again pro-
hibits any negotiation with other States without the sanction
of the British Government.                        j
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